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DECLARING CERTAIN LANDS TO BE HELD IN TRUST FOR 
THE CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX TRIBE OF INDIANS OF 
SOUTH DAKOTA 


Fesruary 1, 1960.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Hatey, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 4786] 


The committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.R. 4786) to restore to Cheyenne River Sioux tribal owner- 
ship certain land located in Dewey County, S. Dak., having considered 
the same, report favorably thereon with an amendment and recom- 
mend that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Page 1, strike out all of lines 3 through 7 and the words “South 
Dakota, to wit:’ on line 8, and insert in lieu thereof: 

That all of the right, title, and interest of the United States 
in the following described land in Dewey County, South 
Dakota, together with the improvements thereon, is hereby 
declared to be held by the United States in trust for the 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe: 

Amend the title so as to read: 

A bill declaring certain lands to be held in trust for the 
Cheyenne River Shoat Tribe of Indians of South Dakota. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of H.R. 4786, as amended, introduced by Represent- 

ative Berry, is to convey a trust title to 16.05 acres of land and im- 
rovements thereon in Dewey County, S. Dak., to the Cheyenne 
iver Sioux Tribe. 
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NEED 


The land was purchased in 1915 for $401.25. Until 1948 it was 
used in connection with the LaPlant Farm Station. Two Govern- 
ment-owned buildings having an appraised value of approximately 
$5,350 are on the property. Other buildings thereon are owned by 
the tribe or by individuals. The land and Government buildings are 
excess to the needs of the Interior Department but will be useful to 
the tribe. It is believed that the disposition proposed in H.R. 4786 
will be better than one effected through the surplus property laws. 


COST 


Enactment of H.R. 4786 would require no expenditure of appro- 
priated funds. 
AMENDMENTS 


H.R. 4786 was amended as recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior to convey a trust title rather than to require the execution of 
the conveyancing instruments by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 


DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 


The favorable report from the Secretary of the Interior dated 
August 11, 1959, follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., August 11, 1959. 
Hon. Wayne N. AsprNnatt, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Aspinatu: Your committee has requested a report on 
H.R. 4786, a bill to restore to Cheyenne River Sioux tribal ownership 
certain land located in Dewey County, S. Dak. 

We have no objection to the enactment of the bill if it is amended 
as suggested below. 

The bill donates to the Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, in trust, 
approximately 16.05 acres of land and the improvements thereon. 

The land was purchased by the United States from the Milwaukee 
Land Co., in 1915 for $401.25. Its present value is the same amount. 
It was acquired for the LaPlant Farm Station and was used for that 
purpose for many years. The use was discontinued however about 
1948. 

The following improvements are on the land: 

1. One Government-owned cottage that is used as a residence 
by the tribal field aid, and one Government-owned building that 
is used as a warehouse and office by the tribal field aid. The 
original cost of the two buildings was $3,014 and their present 
value is $5,352. They are in a bad state of repair. 

2. Five tribally owned houses that are occupied by welfare 
clients. Two of them were constructed in 1937 with federally 
appropriated relief funds, and two of them were constructed in 

1957 with funds paid to the tribe in settlement of the taking of 
their land for the Oahe Dam and Reservoir project. Each house 
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cost approximately $2,400, and its present value is about the 
same amount. Welfare clients are assigned to the houses by a 
tribal committee. 

3. Two privately owned Indian homes. They were con- 
structed in 1950 at a cost of about $1,600 each, on the basis of 
verbal permission to occupy the land. Their present value is 
about the same amount. 

The property is excess to the needs of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
and we know of no need for the property by any other Federal agency. 

Whether the title should be given to the tribe in a trust or an 
unrestricted status is a subject on which we express no opinion. 
Your attention is directed, however, to the fact that the land is 
adjacent to, but outside of, the boundaries of the reservation. 

Whether the tribe should be given the title to the land on which 
the privately owned homes are located is also a subject on which we 
express no opinion. ‘The tribe has asked for the title in order that 
it may reassign the homes if they are vacated by the present occu- 
pants. A conveyance to the tribe would also make unnecessary any 
survey of the tracts on which the houses are located. 

In any event, we recommend that the bill be revised so that it 
conveys the title and does not require the execution of conveyancing 
instruments by this Department. If a trust title is to be given to 
the tribe, the language preceding the colon on page 1, line 8, should 
be revised to read: “That all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States in the following described land in Dewey County, 
S. Dak., together with the improvements thereon, is hereby declared 
to be held by the United States in trust for the Cheyenne River 
Sioux Tribe.” 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection 
to the submission of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 

Roger Ernst, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs recommends enact- 
ment of H.R. 4786, as amended. 
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SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF SUCCESSOR ORGANIZATIONS 
FOR RETURN OF VESTED HEIRLESS PROPERTY 


Fesrvary 1, 1960.—Committeed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Macx of Illinois, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 6462] 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. 6462) to amend the Trading With the Enemy 
Act, as amended, so as to provide for certain payments for the relief 
and rehabilitation of needy victims of Nazi persecution, and for 
other purposes, having considered the same, report favorably thereon 
without amendment and recommend that the bill do pass. 


PRINCIPAL PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The principal purpose of the bill is to provide for a $500,000 lump- 
sum settlement of all claims of successor organizations for return of 
heirless vested property pursuant to section 32(h) of the Tradin 
With the Enemy Act, which was added by Public Law 626, g3d 
Congress. That section today authorizes the return to a designated 
successor organization (the Jewish Restitution Successor Organiza- 
tion), for use in rehabilitation of needy persecutees, of up to $3 million 
of vested property of individuals who, if alive, would be eligible for 
return iieovead, as persecutees of our former enemies. 


HISTORY OF PROPOSAL 


During World War II, pursuant to the Trading With the Enemy 
Act, property located in the United States which was owned by 
enemy nationals was vested by the United States. Public Law 671, 
79th Congress, provided that vested property could be returned to 
its former owner, or his successor in interest, if such former owner was 
“an individual who, as a consequence of any law, decree, or regulation 
of the nation of which he was then a citizen or subject, discriminating 
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against political, racial, or religious groups, has at no time between 
December 7, 1941, and the time when such law, decree, or regulation 
was abrogated, enjoyed full rights of citizenship under the law of such 
nation.” 

In many cases, persons who otherwise would have been entitled to 
return of property under Public Law 671, together with their families, 
were exterminated by our wartime enemies. In recognition of this, 
on numerous occasions, the United States has taken the position that 
the assets of persecuted persons who have died without heirs should be 
used for rehabilitation and resettlement of surviving persecutees, 
For example, the interallied agreement embodied in the final act of 
the Paris Conference on Reparations, January 1946, specifically 
provided that heirless assets found in neutral countries should be 
used for this purpose. Other agreements and treaties to which the 
United States was a party also provided similar treatment for heirless 
property. Extracts from these agreements and treaties are set out in 
appendix A of this report. 

In pursuance of this national policy, the Congress enacted Public 
Law 626, 83d Congress, which added the present subsection (h) to 
section 32 of the Trading With the Enemy Act. That subsection 
provides that up to $3 million in vested property may be returned 
to one or more organizations designated by the President. as successor 
in interest to deceased persecutees. Amounts returned under this 
subsection are required to be “‘used on the basis of need in the rehabili- 
tation and settlement of persons in the United States who suffered 
substantial deprivation of liberty or failed to enjoy full rights of 
citizenship.” 

By Executive Order No. 10587, of January 13, 1955, the President 
designated the Jewish Restitution Successor Organization, a charitable 
membership organization incorporated under the laws of New York, 
as successor in interest to such deceased persons. (See app. B.) 

That organization presently has pending with the Alien Property 
Custodian a total of 1,800 claims under section 32(h) of the Trading 
With the Enemy Act. No payments have as yet been made under 
such section 32(h), primarily because of the difficulties attendant 
upon proof of ownership of specific assets. 


PROVISIONS OF THE RILL 


The bill reported by the committee will settle the problems involved 
in the administration of such section 32(h). Under the bill, a total 
of $500,000 will be paid out of the proceeds of vested property to 
successor organizations designated by the President under section 
32(h). Acceptance of payment will discharge all claims of such 
organizations under such section 32(h). The President is authorized 
to designate additional organizations to whom payment may be made. 
In such case, the proportions in which such $500,000 will be distributed 
among designated organizations shall be those in which heirless prop- 
erty was distributed pursuant to certain postwar international agree- 
ments to which the United States was a party. 

The enactment of the bill will permit prompt settlement of claims, 
and requires that the payments be used for the relief and rehabilitation 
in the United States of needy surviving persecutees. It will take into 
account the fact that the claims already filed include many claims in 


SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF HEIRLESS PROPERTY 3 


which there is existing proof, under the usual standards, entitling the 
successor organization to returns. The Department of Justice has 
estimated that, of the claims filed, approximately 500, involving about 
$500,000, are the maximum in which the Jewish Restitution Successor 
Organization has a possibility of eusesnate return under section 32(h). 
Many of these claims involve substantial amounts in which hearings 
would be necessary to determine the merit of the successor organiza- 
tion’s claim. A substantial number of other claims have been filed, 
additional to the above categories, in which it is probable that the 

roperty is heirless, but in which, because of the standards of proof 
imposed on individuals by the Trading With the Enemy Act, proof 
that the specific item of property involved is actually heirless is likely 
to be missing, due in many cases to the fact that the persons best 
able to establish ownership were exterminated. 


AGENCY POSITIONS 


The report of the Department of State takes no position on the 
proposed legislation, but indicates that similar arrangements made 
in the past have served to the advantage of all parties. The reports 
of the Department of Justice and of the Bureau of the Budget state 
that they would have no objection to a lump-sum settlement of these 
claims in the amount of $250,000. 


AGENCY REPORTS 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
August 26, 1959. 
Hon. Oren Harris, 
Chairman, Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuatrMan: This is in response to your request for the 
views of the Department of Justice concerning the bill (H.R. 6462) to 
amend the Trading With the Enemy Act, as amended, so as to provide 
for certain payments for the relief and rehabilitation of needy victims 
of Nazi persecution, and for other purposes. 

Subdivisions (C) and (D) of section 32(a)(2) of the Trading With 
the Enemy Act, as amended (50 U.S.C. App. 32(a) (C) and (D)) 
provide for the administrative returns of property vested under that 
act to persons who, although having World War II enemy status, 
belong to groups which were the victims of political, racial, or religious 
persecution by enemy governments. In cases where such persons have 
died, returns are made to their legal representatives or successors by 
inheritance or testament who qualify under section 32. However, in 
some cases the vested property of such deceased persons is unclaimed 
because there are no surviving heirs or testamentary successors. Sec- 
tion 32(h), enacted by Public Law 626, 83d Congress, approved August 
23, 1954, authorizes the transfer of such “‘heirless’” property, in a total 
amount not to exceed $3 million, to American charitable organizations 
designated by the President as successors in interest to these decedents. 
The designated organizations are required to devote the property 
transferred to them to the rehabilitation and settlement, on the basis 
of need, of persons in the United States who are survivors of persecuted 
groups. 
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The only organization the’President has designated under section 
32(h) is the Jewish Restitution Successor Organization (JRSO), 
That organization filed a total of 7,000 claims with the Office of Alien 
Property. All but 1,800 of such claims have been withdrawn. An 
examination of the records of the Office of Alien Property and investi- 
gations conducted in Europe disclose that approximately 500 of these 
remaining cases, involving approximately $500,000, are the maximum 
in which JRSO has a possibility of obtaining return under section 32(h). 

The bill would amend section 32(h) to (1) permit the designation of 
organizations in addition to JRSO provided such organization applies 
for designation within 3 months alter date of enactment of the bill; 
(2) dispense with the present requirement that designated organiza- 
tions be put to proof of specific claims; and (3) direct the payment of 
the sum of $500,000 to such organizations for the relief purposes set 
forth in section 32(h). Acceptance of payment by an organization 
would constitute a full and complete discharge of any and all claims 
it has otherwise filed under that section and would be in lieu of the 
allowance of any such claims. Immediately upon the enactment of 
the bill, the Attorney General would be required to cover into the 
Treasury for deposit into the War Claims Fund the sum of $500,000 
from the proceeds of property vested in or transferred to him under 
the Trading With the Enemy Act. 

The bill is similar to H.R. 7830, 85th Congress, on which the De- 
partment reported to your committee February 14, 1958. The Sub- 
committee on Commerce and Finance held hearings on H.R. 7830 on 
Marck 13, 1958. Subsequent to the hearings certain technical changes 
in that bill were recommended by the House Legislative Counsel’s 
staff. These recommendations were embodied in H.R. 12294, 85th 
Congress. The bill H.R. 6462 is identical with H.R. 12294 except 
that H.R. 12294 provides for settlement in the amount of $1 million 
whereas H.R. 6462 provides for settlement in the amount of $500,000. 

The Bureau of the Budget has indicated that if Congress should 
feel that any settlement of this matter was proper, the amount of such 
settlement should not exceed $250,000. This Department would have 
no objection to a settlement in that amount. 

Sincerely yours, 
Lawrence E. Watsx, 
Deputy Attorney General. 





Executive Orrick OF THE PRESIDENT, 
BuREAU OF THE BunpGet, 
Washington, D.C., May 5, 1959. 
Hon. Oren Harris, 
Chairman, Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. Cuarrman: This is in reply to your request of 
April 21, 1959, for comments of this office with respect to H.R. 6462, 
a bill to amend the Trading With the Enemy Act, as amended, so as 
to provide for certain payments for the relief and rehabilitation of 
needy victims of Nazi persecution, and for other purposes. 

The major purpose of this bill is to authorize the payment of 
— as a lump-sum settlement of the so-called heirless persecutee 
claims. 


ooo 
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We have previously reviewed similar bills introduced in the 85th 
Congress. At that time our position was that we would have no 
objection to a lump-sum settlement of these claims if the Congress 
decided to approve such a solution, notwithstanding the difficulties of 
fixing the amount of a reasonable award. In this latter connection 
however, we firmly believed that the amount of a reasonable award 
ought not to exceed $250,000 in view of the Department of Justice’s 
statement that $500,000 was the maximum possible amount that 
could be established with respect to these claims under existing law. 

Following receipt of your letter we have carefully reviewed our 
position of last year and, as a result, continue to believe it is equally 
applicable with respect to H.R. 6462. 

In conclusion, there is one additional point which we should like 
to add. This relates to the administration proposal, H.R. 2485, for 
the payment of certain American claims arising out of German actions 
during World War II. _ Under that bill these claims would be financed 
from the proceeds of vested assets, the same source that would be 
used to finance the lump-sum settlement proposed in H.R. 6462. The 
diversion of a portion of these proceeds for the proposed lump-sum 
settlement could, therefore, reduce the amount of such proceeds avail- 
able for the payment of American claims under H.R. 2485, since 
neither the aggregate amount of these claims nor the available pro- 
ceeds is definitely known at this time. 

Sincerely yours, 
Puiturp S. Hueuss, 
Assistant Director for Legislative Reference. 





Foreign Ciaims SeTrLEMENT CommMISssION 
or THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D.C., May 13, 1959. 
Hon. Oren Harris, 
Chairman, Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Harris: This refers further to your request of April 
21, 1959, for the views of the Foreign Claims Settlement Commission 
on the bill, H.R. 6462, a bill to amend the Trading With the Enemy 
Act, as amended, so as to provide for certain payments for the relief 
and rehabilitation of needy victims of Nazi persecution and for other 
purposes. 

The purpose of H.R. 6462 is clearly stated in the bill’s title. It is 
identical with H.R. 12294, 85th Congress, except for the amount of 
the lump-sum settlement therein provided, and closely similar to the 
bill, H.R. 7830, also in the 85th Congress. Both bills provide for a 
lump-sum payment of $1 million to any eal designated by 
the President to be distributed in the United States to needy victims 
of Nazi persecution. H.R. 6462 proposes a $500,000 settlement. 
The Attorney General would be directed to transfer this sum into the 
Treasury for deposit into the war claims fund, out of balances on 
hand derived from the liquidation of enemy vested assets. 

Under date of August 22, 1957, this Commission, at your request, 
submitted its views on H.R. 7830, indicating its concern for preserving 
the proceeds of enemy-vested assets for the satisfaction of presently 








6 SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF HEIRLESS PROPERTY 


unrecognized American war damage claims arising in Europe. In 
this connection the Commission said: 

“The Commission’s only concern with legislation amending the 
Trading With the Enemy Act, as amended, is the impact of such 
measures on the war claims fund and particularly the extent to 
which their enactment would divert the proceeds of liquidated enemy 
assets from payment of present or future valid American war claims 
to the financing of distress relief programs, educational benefits or 
other related programs more closely associated with the general 
purposes of government.” 

here is nothing in the present bill, H.R. 6462, to warrant any 
change in the Commission’s S position from the one it took on H.R. 7830. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no chieeiaie 

to the submission of this report. 
Sincerely yours, 
Wauitney GILLILLAND, Chairman, 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, May 14, 1959. 
Hon. Oren Hararis, 
Chairman, Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Harris: Further reference is made to your letter of 
April 21, 1959, requesting the Department’s comments on H.R. 6462, 
to amend the Trading With the Enemy Act, as amended, so as to 
provide for certain payments for the relief and rehabilitation of needy 
victims of Nazi persecution. 

The purpose of this bill is to provide for a lump-sum settlement of 
the claims to heirless property pursuant to the provisions of section 
32(h) of the Trading With the Enemy Act, as amended. Section 
32(h), which was enacted by the 83d Congress as Public Law 626, 
authorizes tlhe return of heirless property which had belonged to vic- 
tims of Nazi persecution at the time of vesting to successor organiza- 
tions designated pursuant to the act. Returns pursuant to — 
32(h) shall not exceed $3 million. The amendment contained i 
H.R. 6462 would provide instead for a lump-sum settlement of dalaas 
in the total amount of $500,000 which would constitute a final settle- 
ment of all claims pursuant to this section of the act. This amount 
would be covered into the War Claims Fund from the proceeds of 
enemy assets vested by the United States during World War LI. 

The proposed measure presents various problems of a fiscal and 
technical nature which do not involve foreign policy considerations 
and which fall within the purview of other departments of the execu- 
tive branch. Particularly, the Department does not consider that it 
could appropriately comment on the monetary limits which would be 
established in connection with this proposed lump-sum settlement, 
It might be pointed out, however, that a similar arrangement was 
made in connection with the disposition of such heirless property in 
the U.S. Zone of occupied Germany in 1947. Lump-sum settlements 
were worked out between the Jewish Restitution Successor Organiza- 
tion (JRSO) and the various states in the U.S. Zone of occupation 
which relieved the JRSO of a tremendous administrative burden and 
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expedited the availability of the funds for the relief of the victims of 
Nazi persecution. The Department has found that these arrange- 
ments have been advantageous and it is the Department’s view that 
a lump-sum settlement in respect of heirless property returnable 
pursuant to section 32 of the Trading With the Enemy Act migiut also 
be desirable. The Department would therefore have no objections 
to the enactment of legislation along the lines of H.R. 6462. 
The Department has been informed by the Bureau of the Budget 
that there is no objection to the submission of this report. 
Sincerely yours, 
Witiiam B. Macomser, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary 
(For the Acting Secretary of State). 


AppenpIx A 


(Pertinent Excerpts from the Final Act and Annex of the Paris Conference on 
Reparations) 


* * * * * * + 


ARTICLE 8. ALLOCATION OF A REPARATION SHARE TO NONREPATRIABLE 
VICTIMS OF GERMAN ACTION 


In recognition of the fact that large numbers of persons have suffered 
heavily at the hands of the Nazis and now stand in dire need of aid to 
promote their rehabilitation but will be unable to claim the assistance 
of any government receiving reparation from Germany, the Govern- 
ments of the United States of America, France, the United Kingdom, 
Czechoslovakia, and Yugoslavia, in consultation with the Inter- 
Governmental Committee on Refugees, shall as soon as possible work 
out in common agreement a plan on the following general lines: 

A. A share or reparation consisting of all the nonmonetary gold 
found by the Allied Armed Forces in Germany and in addition a sum 
not exceeding 25 million dollars shall be allocated for the rehabilitation 
and resettlement of nonrepatriable victims of German action. 

B. The sum of 25 million dollars shall be met from a part of the 
proceeds of German assets in neutral countries which are available for 
reparation. 

C. Governments of neutral countries shall be requested to make 
available for this purpose (in addition to the sum of 25 million dollars) 
assets in such countries of victims of Nazi action who have since died and 
left no heirs. {Emphasis supplied.] 

D. The persons eligible for aid under the plan in question shall be 
restricted to true victims of Nazi persecution and to their immediate 
families and dependents, in the following classes: 

1. Refugees from Nazi Germany or Austria who require aid and 
cannot be returned to their countries within a reasonable time because 
of prevailing conditions: 

2. German and Austrian nationals now resident in Germany or 
Austria in exceptional cases in which it is reasonable on grounds of 
humanity to assist such persons to emigrate and providing they emi- 
grate to other countries within a reasonable period. 
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3. Nationals of countries formerly occupied by the Germans who 
cannot be repatriated or are not in a position to be repatriated within 
a reasonable time. In order to concentrate aid on the most needy 
and deserving refugees and to exclude persons whose loyalty to the 
United Nations is or was doubtful, aid shall be restricted to nationals 
or former nationals of previously occupied countries who were victims 
of Nazi concentration camps or of concentration camps established by 
regimes under Nazi influence but not including persons who have been 
confined only in prisoners-of-war camps. 


(Pertinent Excerpts from the Five Power Agreement of June 1946) 


ANNEX II: AGREEMENT ON A PLAN FOR ALLOCATION OF A REPARATION 
SHARE TO NONREPATRIABLE VICTIMS OF GERMAN ACTION 


In accordance with the provisions of Article 8 of the Final Act of 
the Paris Conference on Reparation, the Governments of the United 
States of America, France, the United Kingdom, Czechoslovakia, and 
Yugoslavia, in consultation with the Intergovernmental Committee 
on Refugees, have worked out, in common agreement, the following 
plan to aid in the rehabilitation and resettlement of nonrepatriable 
victims of German action. In working out this plan the signatory 
Powers have been guided by the intent of Article 8, and the procedures 
outlined below are based on its terms: 

* * ” * + * * 


A. It is the unanimous and considered opinion of the Five Powers 
that in light of Paragraph H of Article 8 of the Paris Agreement on 
Reparation, the assets becoming available should be used not for the 
compensation of individual victims but for the rehabilitation and re- 
settlement of persons in eligible classes, and that expenditures on 
rehabilitation shall be considered as essential preparatory outlays to 
resettlement. Since all available statistics indicate beyond any 
reasonable doubt that the overwhelming majority of eligible persons 
under the provisions of Article 8 are Jewish, all assets except as speci- 
fied in Paragraph B below are allocated for the rehabilitation and 
resettlement of eligible Jewish victims of Nazi action, among whom 
children should receive preferential assistance. Eligible Jewish 
victims of Nazi action are either refugees from Germany or Austria 
who do not desire to return to these countries, or German and Austrian 
Jews now resident in Germany or Austria who desire to emigrate, or 
Jews who were nationals or former nationals of previously occupied 
co intries and who were victims of Nazi concentration camps or con- 
centration camps established by regimes under Nazi influence. 

* * * * * * * 


E. Furthermore, pursuant to Paragraphs C and £ of Article 8, in 
the interest of justice the French Government on behalf of the Five 
Governments concluding this Agreement are making representations 
to the neutral Powers to make available all assets of victims of Nazi 
action who died without heirs. The Governments of the United States 
of America, the United Kingdom, Czechoslovakia, and Yugoslavia are 
associating themselves with the French Government in making such 
representations to the neutral Powers. The conclusion that ninety- 
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five percent of the “heirless funds” thus made available should be 
allocated for the rehabilitation and resettlement of Jewish victims 
takes cognisance of the fact that these funds are overwhelmingly 
Jewish in origin, and the five percent made available for non-Jewish 
victims is based upon a liberal presumption of ‘‘heirless funds” non- 
Jewish in origin. The “heirless funds’’ to be used for the rehabilita- 
tion and resettlement of Jewish victims of Nazi action should be made 
available to appropriate field organizations. The “‘heirless funds’’ to 
be used for the rehabilitation and resettlement of non-Jewish victims 
of Nazi action should be made available to the Intergovernmental 
Committee on Refugees or its successor organization for distribution 
to appropriate public and private field organizations. In making 
these joint representations, the signatories are requesting the neutral 
countries to take all necessary action to facilitate the identification, 
collection, and distribution of these assets which have arisen out of a 
unique condition in international law and morality. 

If further representations are indicated the Governments of the 
United States of America, France, and the United Kingdom will 
pursue the matter on behalf of the Signatory Powers. 





(Excerpts from the Peace Treaties Signed with Roumania and Hungary) 


“All property, rights, and interests in Roumania of persons, organ- 
izations or communities which, individually or as members of groups, 
were the object of racial, religious or other Fascist measures of persecu- 
tion, and remaining heirless or unclaimed for six months after the 
coming into force of the present Treaty, shall be transferred by the 
Roumanian Government to organizations in Roumania representative 
of such persons, organizations or communities. The property trans- 
ferred shall be used by such organizations for purposes of relief and 
rehabilitation of surviving members of such groups, organizations and 
communities in Roumania. Such transfer shall be effected within 
twelve months from the coming into force of the Treaty, and shall 
include property, rights and interests required to be restored under 
paragraph 1 of this Article.” 





(Excerpts from the Proposed Drafts Submitted by the Four Allied Povers 
Participating in the Austrian Peace Treaty Negotiations) 


Section II 


Article 44. Property, Rights, and Interests of Minority Groups in 
Austria. 
* + * * * * * 


(Proposal of the United States) 

2. Austria agrees to seek out and obtain control of all property, legal 
rights, and interests in Austria of persons, organizations, or com- 
munities which, individually or as members of groups, were the object 
of racial, religious, or other persecution by the Axis Powers if, in the 
case of persons such property, rights and interests remain heirless and 
unclaimed for six months after the coming into force of the present 
Treaty, or in the case of organizations and communities, such organ- 
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izations or communities have ceased substantially to exist. Austria 
shall transfer such property, rights, and interests to appropriate organ- 
izations to be designated by the four Heads of Missions in Vienna in 
consultation with the Austrian Government to be used for the relief 
and rehabilitation of victims of persecution by the Axis Powers. Such 
transfer shall be effected within twelve months from the coming into 
force of the Treaty, and shall include property, rights, and interests 
required to be restored under paragraph ? of this Article ( (2). 

(Proposal of the United Kingdom, France and the U.S.S.R.) 

2. All property, rights, and interests in Austria of persons, organ- 
izations, or communities which, individually or as members of groups 
were the object of racial, religious, or other (national socialist) (Fascist) 
measures of persecution, and remaining heirless or aaiaaa for six 
months from the coming into force of the present Treaty, shall be 
transferred by the Austrian Government to organizations in Austria 
representative of such persons, organizations, or communities. The 
property transferred shall be used by such organizations for the pur- 
poses of relief and rehabilitation of surviving members of such groups, 
organizations, and communities in Austria. Such transfer shall be 
effected within twelve months from the coming into force of the 
ns 
Treaty and shall include property, rights, and interests required to be 
restored under paragraph 1 of this Article (1). 


(Excerpts from Military Government Law No. 59. Restitution of Identifiable 
Property, U.S. Area of Control, Germany—Enacted November 10, 1947) 


PART III: GENERAL PROVISIONS ON RESTITUTION 


* * * * * * * 
ARTICLE 10. SUCCESSOR ORGANIZATION AS HEIR TO PERSECUTED PERSONS 


A successor organization to be appointed by Military Government, 
shall, instead of the State, be entitled to the entire estate of any perse- 
cuted person in the case provided for in Section 1936 of the Civil Code 
(Escheat of estate of person dying without heirs). Neither the State 
nor any of its subdivisions nor a political self-governing body will be 
appointed as successor organization. ‘The same shall apply to other 
rights in the nature of escheat based on any other provision of law. 


ARTICLE 11. SPECIAL RIGHTS OF SUCCESSOR ORGANIZATIONS 


1. If within six months after the effective date of this law no petition 
for restitution has been filed with respect to confiscated property, a 
successor organization appointed pursuant to Article 10 may file such 
a petition on or before 31 December 1948 and apply for all measures 
necessary to safeguard the poperty 

2. If the claimant himself has not filed a petition on or before 31 
December 1948, the successor organization by virtue of filing the peti- 
tion shall acquire the legal position of the claimant. Only after that 
date, and not prior thereto, shall it be entitled to prosecute the claim. 
* * o* *” *” * * 
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ARTICLE 13. DESIGNATION OF SUCCESSOR ORGANIZATIONS 


Regulations to be issued by Military Government will provide for 
the manner of appointment of successor organizations, their obliga- 
tions to their persecutee charges, and any further rights or obligations 
they may have under Military Government or German law. 


PART VIII: GENERAL RULES OF PROCEDURE 


* * * x *« * * 


ARTICLE 51. PRESUMPTION OF DEATH 


Any persecuted person, whose last-known residence was in Germany 
or a country under the jurisdiction of or occupied by Germany or its 
allies and as to whose whereabouts or continued life after 8 May 1945 
no information is available, shall be presumed to have died on 8 May 
1945; however, it it appears probable that such a person died on a 
date other than 8 May, the Restitution Authorities may deem such 
other date to be the date of death. 


Apprenpix B 
EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. 10587, OF JANUARY 13, 1955 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Trading with the 
Enemy Act, as amended (50 U.S.C. App. 1 et seq.), and by section 
301 of title 3 of the United States Code (65 Stat. 713), and as Presi- 
dent of the United States, it is ordered as follows: 

Section 1. The Jewish Restitution Successor Organization, a char- 
itable membership organization incorporated under the laws of the 
State of New York, is hereby designated as successor in interest to 
deceased persons in accordance with and for the purposes of subsec- 
tion (h) of section 32 of the Trading with the Enemy Act, as added 
by Public Law 626, approved August 23, 1954 (68 Stat. 767). 

Sec. 2. Exclusive of the function vested in the President by the 
first sentence of the said subsection (h) of section 32 of the Trading 
with the Enemy Act, the Attorney General shall carry out the func- 
tions provided for in that subsection, including the powers, duties, 
authority and discretion thereby vested in or conferred upon the Presi- 
dent; and functions under the said subsection are hereby delegated to 
the Attorney General, and the Attorney General is hereby designated 
thereunder, accordingly. 

Sec. 3. The Attorney General may delegate to any officer and 
agency of the Department of Justice such of his functions under this 
order as he may deem necessary. 


APPENDIX C 
CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with clause 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as intro- 
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duced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted is 
enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, existing 
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


Sections 32, 33, anp 39 or THE TRADING WITH THE ENEMY 
Act, aS AMENDED 


Sec. 32. (a) The President, or such officer or agency as he may 
designate, may return any property or interest vested in or trans- 
ferred to the Alien Property Custodian (other than any property or 
interest acquired by the United States prior to December 18, 1941), 
or the net proceeds thereof, whenever the President or such officer or 
agency shall determine— 

(1) that the person who has filed a notice of claim for return, 
in such form as the President or such officer or agency may pre- 
scribe, was the owner of such property or interest immediately 
prior to its vesting in or transfer to the Alien Property Custodian, 
or is the legal representative (whether or not appointed by a 
court in the United States), or successor in interest by inheritance, 
devise, bequest, or operation of law, of such owner; and 

(2) that such owner, and legal representative or successor in 
interest, if any, are not— 

(A) the Government of Germany, Japan, Bulgaria, Hun- 
gary, or Rumania; or 

(B) a corporation or association organized under the laws 
of such nation: Provided, That any property or interest or 
proceeds which, but for the provisions of this subdivision 
(B), might be returned under this section to any such cor- 
poration or association, may be returned to the owner or 
owners of all the stock of such corporation or of all the pro- 
prietary and beneficial interest in such association, if their 
ownership of such stock or proprietary and beneficial interest 
existed immediately prior to vesting in or transfer to the 
Alien Property Custodian and continuously thereafter to the 
date of such return (without regard to purported divestments 
or limitations of such ownership by any government referred 
to in subdivision (A) hereof) and if such ownership was by 
one or more citizens of the United States or by one or more 
corporations organized under the laws of the United States 
or any State, Territory, or possession thereof, or the District 
of Columbia: Provided further, That such owner or owners 
shall succeed to those obligations limited in aggregate amount 
to the value of such property or interest or proceeds, which 
are lawfully assertible against the corporation or association 
by persons not ineligible to receive a return under this 
section; or 

(C) an individual voluntarily resident at any time since 
December 7, 1941, within the territory of such nation, other 
than a citizen of the United States or a diplomatic or consular 
officer of Italy or of any nation with which the United States 
has not at any time since December 7, 1941, been at war: 
Provided, That an individual who, while in the territory of 
a nation with which the United States has at any time since 
December 7, 1941, been at war, was deprived of life or sub- 


and 
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stantially deprived of liberty pursuant to any law, decree, or 
regulation of such nation discriminating against political, 
racial, or religious groups, shall not be deemed to have volun- 
tarily resided in such territory; or 

(D) an individual who was at any time after December 
7, 1941, a citizen or subject of Germany, Japan, Bulgaria, 
Hungary, or Rumania, and who on or after December 7, 1941, 
and prior to the date of the enactment of this section, was 
present (other than in the service of the United States) in 
the territory of such nation or in any territory occupied by 
the military or naval forces thereof or engaged in any busi- 
ness in any such territory: Provided, That notwithstanding 
the provisions of this subdivision (D) return may be made 
to an individual who, as a consequence of any law, decree, or 
regulation of the nation of which he was then a citizen or 
subject, discriminating against political, racial, or religious 
groups, has at no time between December 7, 1941, and the 
time when such law, decree, or regulation was abrogated, 
enjoyed full rights of citizer iship under the law of such nation: 
And provided further, That, notwithstanding the provisions of 
subdivision (C) hereof and of this subdivision (D), return 
may be made to an individual who at all times since December 
7, 1941, was a citizen of the United States, or to an individual 
who, having lost United States citizenship solely by reason 
of marriage to a citizen or subject of a foreign country, re- 
acquired such citizenship prior to the date of enactment of 
this proviso if such individual would have been a citizen of 
the United States at all times since December 7, 1941, but 
for such marriage: And provided further, That the aggre- 
gate book value of returns made pursuant to the foregoing 
proviso shall not exceed $9,000,000; and any return under 
such proviso may be made if the book value of any such re- 
turn, taken together with the aggregate book value of returns 
already made under such proviso does not exceed $9,000,000; 
and for the purposes of this proviso the term “book value” 
means the value, as of the time of vesting, entered on the 
books of the Alien Property Custedian for the purpose of 
accounting for the property or interest involved; or 

(KE) a foreign corporation or association which at any 
time after December 7, 1941, was controlled or 50 per centum 
or more of the stock of which was owned by any person or 
persons ineligible to receive a return under subdivisions (A), 
(B), (C), or (D) hereof: Provided, That notwithstanding 
the provisions of this subdivision (EK), return may be made 
to a corporation or association so controlled or ow ned, if such 
corporation or association was organized under the laws of 
a nation any of whose territory was occupied by the military 
or naval forces of any nation with which the United States 
has at any time since December 7, 1941, been at war, and if 
such control or ownership arose after March 1, 1938, as an 
incident to such occupation and was terminated prior to the 
enactment of this section; 


(3) that the property or interest claimed, or the net proceeds 
of which are claimed, was not at any time after September 1, 1939, 
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held or used, by or with the assent of the person who was the owner 
thereof immediately prior to vesting in or transfer to the Alien 
Property Custodian, pursuant to any arrangement to conceal an 
property or interest within the United States of any person ineli- 
gible to receive a return under subsection (a) (2) hereof; 

(4) that the Alien Property Custodian has no actual or poten- 
tial liability under the Renegotiation Act or the Act of October 31, 
1942 (56 Stat. 1013; 35 U.S.C. 89-96), in respect of the property 
or interest or proceeds to be returned and that the claimant and his 
predecessor in interest, if any, have no actual or potential liability 
of any kind under the Renegotiation Act or the said Act of Octo- 
ber 31, 1942; or in the alternative that the claimant has provided 
security or undertakings adequate to assure satisfaction of all such 
liabilities or that property or interest or proceeds to be retained 
by the Alien Property Custodian are adequate therefor; and 

(5) that such return is in the interest of the United States. 

(b) Notwithstanding the limitation prescribed in the Renegotiation 
Act upon the time within which petitions may be filed in The Tax 
Court of the United States, any person to whom any property or in- 
terest or proceeds are returned hereunder shall, for a period of ninety 
days (not counting Sunday or a legal holiday in the District of Colum- 
bia as the last day) following return, have the right to file such a peti- 
tion for a redetermination in respect of any final order of the War 
Contracts Price Adjustment Board determining excessive profits, 
made against the Alien Property Custodian, or of any determination, 
not embodied in an agreement, of excessive profits, so made by or on 
behalf of a Secretary. 

(c) Any person to whom any invention, whether patented or un- 
patented, or any right or interest therein is returned hereunder shall 
be bound by any notice or order issued or agreement made pursuant 
to the Act of October 31, 1942 (56 Stat. 1013; 35 U.S.C. 89-96); in 
respect of such invention or right or interest, and such person to whom 
a licensor’s interest is returned shall have all rights assertible by a 
licensor pursuant to section 2 of the said Act. 

(d) Except as otherwise provided herein, and except to the extent 
that the President or such officer or agency as he may designate 
may otherwise determine, any person to whom return is made here- 
under shall have all rights, privileges, and obligations in respect 
to the property or interest returned or the proceeds of which are 
returned which would have existed if the property or interest had 
not vested in the Alien Property Custodian, but no cause of action 
shall accrue to such person in respect of any deduction or retention 
of any part of the property or interest or proceeds by the Alien 
Property Custodian for the purpose of paying taxes, costs, or expenses 
in connection with such property or interest or proceeds: Provided, 
That except as provided in subsections (b) and (c) hereof, no person 
to whom a return is made pursuant to this section, nor the successor 
in interest of such person, shall acquire or have any claim or right 
of action against the United States or any department, establishment, 
or agency thereof, or corporation owned thereby, or against any 
person authorized or licensed by the United States, founded upon 
the retention, sale, or other disposition, or use, during the period it 
was vested in the Alien Property Custodian, of the returned property, 
interest, or proceeds. Any notice to the Alien Property Custodian 
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in respect of any property or interest or proceeds shall constitute 
notice to the person to whom such property or interest or proceeds 
js returned and such person shall succeed to all burdens and obliga- 
tions in respect of such property or interest or proceeds which accrued 
during the time of retention by the Alien Property Custodian, but 
the period during which the property or interest or proceeds returned 
were vested in the Alien Property Custodian shall not be included 
for the purpose of determining the application of any statute of limi- 
tations to the assertion of any rights by such person in respect of 
such property or interest or proceeds. 

(e) No return hereunder shall bar the prosecution of any suit at 
law or in equity against a person to whom return has been made, to 
establish any right, title, or interest, which may exist or which may 
have existed at the time of vesting, in or to the property or interest 
returned, but no such suit may be prosecuted by any person ineligible 
to receive a return under subsection (a)(2) hereof. With respect to 
any such suit, the period during which the property or interest or 
proceeds returned were vested in the Alien Property Custodian shall 
not be included for the purpose of determining the application of any 
statute of limitations. 

(f) At least thirty days before making any return to anv person 
other than a resident of the United States or a corporation organized 
under the laws of the United States, or any State, Territory, or pos- 
session thereof, or the District of Columbia, the President or such 
officer or agency as he may designate shall publish in the Federal 
Register a notice of intention to make such return, specifying therein 
the person to whom return is to be made and the place where the 
property or interest or proceeds to be returned are lotated: Publi- 
cation of a notice of intention to return shall confer no right of action 
upon any person to compel the return of any such property or interest 
or proceeds, and such notice of intention to return may be revoked 
by appropriate notice in the Federal Register. After publication 
of such notice of intention and prior to revocation thereof, the property 
or interest or proceeds specified shall be subject to attachment at 
the suit of any citizen or resident of the United States or any corpora- 
tion organized under the laws of the United States, or any State, 
Territory, or possession thereof, or the District of Columbia, in the 
same manner as property of the person to whom return is to be made; 
Provided, That notice of any writ of attachment which may issue 
prior to return shall be served upon the Alien Property Custodian. 
Any such attachment proceeding shall be subject to the provisions of 
law relating to limitation of actions applicable to actions at law in 
the jurisdiction in which such proceeding is brought, but the period 
during which the property or interest or proceeds were vested in 
the Alien Property Custodian shall not be included for the purpose 
of determining the period of limitation. No officer of any court shall 
take actual possession, without the consent of the Alien Property Cus- 
todian, of any property or interest or proceeds so attached, and pub- 
lication of a notice of revocation of intention to return shall invalidate 
any attachment with respect to the specified property or interest or 
poseeds, but if there is no sueh revocation, the President or such of- 
cer or agency as he may designate shall accord full effect to any such 
attachment in returning any such property or interest or proceeds. 
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(g) Without limitation by or upon any other existing provision of 
law with respect to the payment of expenses by the Alien Property 
Custodian, the Custodian may retain or recover from any property or 
interest or ' proceeds returned pursuant to this section or section 9 (a) 
of this Act an amount not exceeding that expended or incurred by him 
for the conservation, preservation, or maintenance of such property 
or interest or proc eeds, or other property or interest or proceeds 
returned to the same person. 

(h) The President may designate one or more organizations as 
successors in interest to deceased persons who, if alive, would be 
eligible to receive returns under the provisos of subdivision (C) or 
(D) of subsection (a)(2) thereof. [An organization so designated 
shall be deemed a successor in interest by operation of law for the 
purpose of subsection (a)(1) hereof. Return may be made, to an 
organization so dalek (a) before the expiration of two years 
from the vesting of the property or interest in question, if the Presi- 
dent or such officer or agency as he may designate determines from 
all relevant facts of which he is then advised that there is no basis 
for reasonable doubt that the former owner is dead and is survived 
by no person eligible under section 32 to claim as successor in interest 
by inheritance, devise, or bequest; and (b) after the expiration of 
such time, if no claim for the return of the property or interest is 
pending. ‘Total returns pursuant to this subsection shall not exceed 
$3,000,000. 

(No return may be made to an organization so designated unless 
it files notice of claim before the expiration of one year from the effee- 
tive date of this Act and unless it gives firm and responsible assurance 
approved by the President that (i) the property or interest returned 
to it or the proceeds of any such property or interest will be used on 
the basis of need in the rehabilitation and settlement of persons in 
the United Siates who suffered substantial deprivation of liberty or 
failed to enjoy the full rights of citizenship within the meaning of 
subdivisions (C) and (D) of subsection (a)(2) hereof; (ii) it will 
transfer, aut any time within two years from the time that return is 
made, such property or interest or the e quivalent value thereof to any 
person whom the President or such officer or agency shall determine 
to be eligible under section 32 to claim as owner or successor in interest 
to such owner, by inheritanc ‘e, devise, or bequest; (iii) it will make 
to the President, with a copy to be furnished to the Congress, such 
reports (including a detailed annual report on the use of the property 
or interest returned to it or the proceeds of any such property or 
interest) and permit such examination of its books as the President 
or such officer or agency may from time to time require; and (iv) will 
not use such property or interest or the proceeds of such property or 
interest for legal fees, salaries or any other administrative expenses 
connected with the filing of claims for or the recovery of such property 
or interest. 

[The filing of notice of claim by an organization so designated shall 
not bar the payment of debt claims under section 34 of this Act.] 

In the case of any organization not so designated before the date of enact- 
ment of this amendment, such organization may be so designated only if 
it applies for such designation within three months after such date of 
enactment. 
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The President, or such officer as he may designate, shall, before the 
expiration of the one-year period which begins on the date of enactment 
of this amendment, pay out of the War Claims Fund to organizations 
designated before or after the date of enactment of this amendment pur- 
suant to this subsection the sum of $500,000. If there is more than one 
such designated organization, such sum shall be allocated among such 
organizations in the proportions in which the proceeds of heirless property 
were distributed, pursuant to agreements to which the United States was 
a party, by the Intergovernmental Committee for Refugees and successor 
organizations thereto. Acceptance of payment pursuant to this subsec- 
tion by any such organization shall constitute a full and complete dis- 
charge of all claims filed by such organization pursuant to this section, 
as it existed before the date of enactment of this amendment. 

No payment may be made to any organization designated under this 
section unless it has given firm and responsible assurances approved by 
the President that (1) the payment will be used on the basis of need in the 
rehabilitation and settlement of persons in the United States who suffered 
substantial deprivation of liberty or failed to enjoy the full rights of 
citizenship within the meaning of subdivisions (C) and (D) of subsection 
(a) (2) of this section; (2) it will make to the President, with a copy to be 
furnished to the Congress, such reports (including a detailed annual report 
on the use of the payment made to it) and permit such examination of its 
books as the President, or such officer or agency as he may designate, may 
from ‘ime to time require; and (8) it will not use any part of such pay- 
ment for legal fees, salaries, or other administrative expenses connected 
with the filing of claims for such payment or for the recovery of any 
property or interest under this section. 

As used in this subsection, “organization” means only a nonprofit 
charitable corporation incorporated on or before January 1, 1950, 
under the laws of any State of the United States or of the District of 
Columbia with the power to sue and be sued. 

Sec. 33. No return may be made pursuant to section 9 or 32 unless 
notice of claim has been filed: (a) in the case of any property or 
interest acquired by the United States prior to December 18, 1941, by 
August 9, 1948; or (b) in the case of any property or interest acquired 
by the United States on or after December 18, 1941, not later than 
one year from the enactment of this amendment, or two years from 
the vesting of the property or interest in respect of which the claim 
is made, whichever is later [; except that return may be made to a suc- 
cessor organization designated pursuant to section 32(h) hereof if 
notice of claim is filed before the expiration of one year from the 
effective date of this Act]. No suit pursuant to section 9 may be insti- 
tuted after April 30, 1949, or after the expiration of two years from 
the date of the seizure by or vesting in the Alien Property Custodian, 
as the case may be, of the property or interest in respect of which 
relief is sought, whichever is later, but in computing such two years 
there shall be excluded any period during which there was pending a 
suit or claim for return pursuant to section 9 or 32(a) hereof. 

* * * * * * * 


Sec. 39. (a) No property or interest therein of Germany, Japan, 
or any national of either such country vested in or transferred to any 
officer or agency of the Government at any time after December 17, 
1941, pursuant to the provisions of this Act, shall be returned to former 
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owners thereof or their successors in interest, and the United States 
shall not pay compensation for any such property or interest therein, 
The net proceeds remaining upon the completion of administration, 
liquidation, and disposition pursuant to the provisions of this Act of 
any such property or interest therein shall be covered into the Treasury 
at the earliest practicable date. Nothing in this section shall be con- 
strued to repeal or otherwise affect the operation of the provisions of 
section 32 of this Act or of the Philippine Property Act of 1946. 

(b) The Attorney General is authorized and directed, immediately 
upon the enactment of this subsection, to cover into the Treasury of 
the United States, for deposit into the War Claims Fund, from prop- 
erty vested in or transfered to him under this Act, such sums, not to 
exceed $75,000,000 in the aggregate, as may be necessary to satisfy 
unpaid awards heretofore or hereafter made under the War Claims 
Act of 1948. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated to the 
Attorney Genera] such sums as may be necessary to replace the sums 
deposited by him pursuant to the foregoing sentence. Immediately 
upon the enactment of this sentence, the Attorney General shall cover into 
the Treasury of the United States, for deposit into the War Claims Fund, 
from property vested in or transferred to him under this Act, the sum of 
$500,000 to make payments authorized under section 32(h) of this Act. 

(c) The Attorney General is authorized and directed, immediately 
upon the enactment of this subsection, to cover into the Treasury of 
the United States, for deposit into the War Claims Fund, from prop- 
erty vested in or transferred to him under this Act, such sums, not 
to exceed $3,750,000 in the aggregate, as may be necessary to satisfy 
unpaid awards heretofore or hereafter made under the War Claims 
Act of 1948, as amended. There is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Attorney General such sums as may be necessary to 
replace the sums deposited by him pursuant to this subsection. 


O 
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DONATING TO THE NEZ PERCE TRIBE OF IDAHO 
APPROXIMATELY 11.25 ACRES OF FEDERAL LAND IN 
IDAHO COUNTY, IDAHO 


Fesruary 1, 1960.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Hatey, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 8234] 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. 8234) to donate to the Nez Perce Tribe of 
Idaho approximately 11.25 acres of Federal land in Idaho County, 
Idaho, having considered the same, report favorably thereon with an 
amendment and recommend that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out the word “land,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “land and improvements thereon.” 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of H.R. 8234, as amended, introduced by Representa- 
tive Pfost, is to donate 11.25 acres of Federal land, together with 
improvements thereon, to the Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho. A similar 
bill, S. 2379, was considered concurrently with H.R. 8234. 


NEED 


The lands, known as the Kamiah Reserve, were originally purchased 
by the United States from an Indian allottee for $562 and were used for 
Indian school purposes. Other arrangements for educating the Indian 
children on the reservation have been made and the land and the 
buildings are now surplus to the needs of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
The present value of the land and buildings is estimated at $3,750. 

If the lands and improvements are donated to the Indians, the 
tribe intends to rehabilitate the property and maintain it for the 
benefit of its membership. The property is located at a point which 
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has historical significance, it being the site where the Lewis and Clark 
Expedition spent a winter. Following the completion of the Lewis and 
Clark Tourway, it is anticipated that this area will become a Main 
tourist attraction, and the acquisition of the subject land will be of 
substantial assistance to the Nez Perce Tribe. 


COST 


Enactment of H.R. 8234 will require the expenditure of no appro- 
priated funds. 
AMENDMENT 


An amendment recommended by the Secretary of the Interior to 
insert the words “and improvements thereon” following the word 
“lands” on page 1, line 4, was accepted by the committee. 


DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION 


The favorable report of the Secretary of the Interior dated August 
31, 1959, is as follows; 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., August 31, 1959. 
Hon. Wayne N. ASPINALL, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. AspINALL: Your committee has requested a report on 
H.R. 8234, a bill to donate to the Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho approxi- 
mately 11.25 acres of Federal land in Idaho County, Idaho. 

We recommend that the bill be enacted with a technical amend- 
ment referred to below. 

The bill donates to the Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho approximately 
11.25 acres of land-now owned by the Federal Government. 

The land was acquired in 1909 by the United States by purchase 
from an Indian allottee. The purchase price was $562.50. The land 
was used for an Indian day school, but that use was discontinued 
several years ago. At the present time the land is subject to a use 
permit granted to the tribe, and the tribe permits the Church of 
Latter- ine Saints to use the buildings for church gatherings. 

The present value of the land is estimated to be $2,250. The im- 

rovements on the land consist of one combined schoolhouse and 
vine quarters, six outbuildings, and four privies. They are in a 
bad state of repair and their value i is estimated at $1,250. 

The property is excess to the needs of this Department. ‘The tribe 
wants to acquire the property in a trust status and has promised by 
formal resolution that it will immediately rehabilitate the property, 
remove existing fire hazards and unsafe conditions, maintain the 
premises in a safe and sanitary condition, and use the property for the 
benefit of the tribe. 

The final uncompleted link of the Lewis-Clark Highway between 
Missoula, Mont., and Lewiston, Idaho, will be completed in 1961 and 
will be known as the Lewis and Clark Tourway, following the route 
of the Lewis and Clark Expedition between St. Louis, Mo., and Astoria, 
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Oreg. This tourway will traverse the Nez Perce Indian Reservation 
and Kamiah is expected to become one of the main points of tourist 
attraction because the Lewis and Clark Expedition spent an entire 
winter at this spot. The Nez Perce Tribe is currently undertaking 
a program to mark and develop historic sites on the Nez Perce Reser- 
vation along the route of the Lewis and Clark Tourway. The acqui- 
sition of the former Kamiah School property will hae the tribe in 
this effort. 

Under these circumstances, we believe that a gift of the property 
to the tribe, rather than its disposition under surplus property pro- 
cedures is warranted. Whether the title should be taken in trust or 
in an unrestricted status is a subject upon which we express no 
opinion. 

For purposes of clarity, we recommend the following amendment: 
On page 1, line 4, after “‘Jand”’ insert ‘and improvements thereon.” 

he Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection 
to the submission of this report. 
Sincerely yours, 
Rocer Ernst, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs recommends enact- 
ment of H.R. 8234, as amended. 
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